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DETAILED ACTION 
1. Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable over Tengel et al. 
(US Patent Number 5,940,812). 

As per Claim 1, Tengel et al (US Patent Number 5,940,812) teaches a system for 
submitting loan data to a plurality of automated loan evaluation 
engines, each automated loan evaluation engine programmed to receive loan 
data and return results, comprising: 

a) an engine launcher in communication with the plurality of automated 
engines, the engine launcher submitting loan data to the automated 
engines and receiving results from the automated engines, the engine 
launcher submitting loan data under the control of a set of business rules. Tengel et al 
teaches a system that is comprised of a database that accumulates information 
regarding potential borrowers and potentially available loans in the loan market and 
provides easy access to such information for potential borrowers and lenders, see 
(col .2, lines15-24). Tengel et al teaches "submitting loan data to the automated 
engines and receiving results from the automated engines," see (col. 2, lines 59-67). 

and 

Tengel et al (US Patent Number 5,940,812) teaches a best results filter that 
determines a set of best results from the results received by the engine launcher based 
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upon financial data associated with the results, see (Col. 3, lines16-20 and Col. 3, lines 
21-23). 

Claims 5-8, 10 and 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable by 
Levine et. al. (US Patent Number 6,233,566). 

As per Claim 5, Levine et al (US Patent Number 6,233,566) teaches a system for 
analyzing interest from a plurality of investors in purchasing a loan from a lender 
comprising: a selection filter that compares loan data to published guidelines for the 
plurality of investors and creates a selected set of investors from the 
plurality of investors based upon the comparison; 

b) a plurality of automated engines associated with the plurality of investors, each 
automated engine programmed to receive loan data and return results see, (col. 14, 
lines 54- 58); 

c) an engine launcher in communication with the selection filter and the plurality of 
automated engines, the engine launcher submitting loan data to the automated engines 
under the control of predefined business rules, and the engine launcher receiving 
results from the automated engines, (col. 14, lines 54- 58); 

d) a best results filter that determines a set of best results from the results received by 
the engine launcher based upon financial data associated with the results see, (US 
Patent Number 6,233,566; Col. 9,Table 2.) 

As per Claim 6, Levine et al (US Patent Number 5,940,812) teaches a method for 
submitting loan data to a plurality of automated engines, the method comprising the 
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steps of: 

a) collecting the loan data, see (Abstract. Lines 12-20); 

b) selecting from among the plurality of automated engines a selected subset 

of automated engines based upon content of the loan data, see (Col. 2, lines 55-59); 

c) submitting the loan data to the subset of automated engines according to 
business rules, see (Col. 2, lines 42-51); 

d) receiving a plurality of results from the automated engines, see (Col. 3, lines 1-5); 

e) selecting a set of best results by comparing financial data related to the 
plurality results, see Col. 2, lines 25-37); and 

f) presenting the set of best results, see (Col. 3, lines 1-5). 

As per Claim 7, Levine et al, teaches a method, wherein the step of selecting a 
selected subset of automated engines further comprises comparing the loan data to 
published guidelines for the plurality of automated engines, see Col. 9, lines 15-20). 
As per Claim 8, Levine et al (US Patent Number 6,233,566) teaches the system, 
wherein the business rules define a plurality of strategies, with each strategy being 
associated with a particular subset of automated 
engines see, (col. 9, lines 14-20). 

As per Claim 10, Levine et al teaches a method for analyzing interest from a plurality of 
investors in purchasing a loan from a lender, the method comprising the steps of: 

a) collecting loan data about the loan see, (Abstract, lines 12-20); 

b) selecting from among the plurality of investors a selected set of investors 



Application/Control Number: 10/688,321 
Art Unit: 4172 



Page 5 



willing to purchase the loan based upon content of the loan data, see (Col. 2, lines 55- 
59); 

c) submitting the loan data to one or more automated engines associated 
with the selected set of investors see, (Col. 2; 

d) receiving a plurality of results from the automated engines; 

e) comparing financial data related to the results to select a subset of best 
results from the plurality of results see (Col. 2, lines 25-37); and 

f) presenting the best results see, (Col. 3, lines 1-5). 

As per Claim 12, Levine et al teaches a method, wherein the selected set of investors 
is a subset of the plurality of investors, whereby at least one investor is excluded from 
the selected set based upon the content of the loan data see, (col. 14, lines 10-15). 

2. Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tengel 
et. Al. (US Patent Number 5,940,812) in view of Levine et. Al. (US Patent Number 
6,233,566). 
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As per Claim 2, Tengel et al does not teach a system comprising: a selection filter that 

compares the loan data to published guidelines for 

the plurality of automated engines and creates a selected subset of 

automated engines based upon the comparison; wherein the engine launcher submits 

the loan data only to the selected subset of automated engines. Levine et al teaches a 

centralized exchange-system that stores "trading rules" and notifies a subscriber when 

loan products complies with its rules are published. 

Levine et al. (US Patent Number 6, 233, 566) teaches the system comprising: a 
selection filter that compares the loan data to published guidelines for 
the plurality of automated engines and creates a selected subset of 
automated engines based upon the comparison; wherein the engine launcher submits 
the loan data only to the selected subset of automated engines. Levine et al teaches a 
centralized exchange system that stores "trading rules" and notifies a subscriber when 
loan products complies with its rules are published for the purpose of minimizing risk 
and in order to identify potential lenders/investors. Another reasoning is to automate the 
loan origination process and ease the process of selling securities through brokerage 
companies to buyers in the open market, see (col. 8, lines 6-13 and col. 9, lines 15-20). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the inventions set forth by Tengel and Levine to automate the 
loan origination process and identify potential investors by pre-set rules and guidelines. 
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As per Claim 3, Tengel et al does not teach the system of claim 2, wherein the 
business rules define a plurality of strategies, with each strategy being associated with a 
particular subset of automated engines. 

Levine et al (US Patent Number 6,233,566) teaches the system of claim 2, wherein the 
business rules define a plurality of strategies, with each strategy being associated with a 
particular subset of automated engines for the purpose of originating the right type of 
loan see, (col. 9, lines 14-20). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the inventions of Tengel et al and Levine et al for the purpose of 
originating the right type of loan. 



As per Claim 4, Tengel et al does not teach a system wherein the automated engines 
impose requirements to be accomplished along with their results, and the best results 
filter determines the set of best results in part by assigning financial costs to the 
requirements imposed on the results. 

Levine teaches (US Patent Number 6,233,566) a system wherein the automated 
engines impose requirements to be accomplished along with their results, and the best 
results filter determines the set of best results in part by assigning financial costs to the 
requirements imposed on the results. Levine et al teaches a system for the purpose that 
imposes "requirements" or access rules pre-set by loan originators so they can 
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accurately target those potential investors within originators requirements, see Col. 13, 
lines 61-63) and (col. 14, lines 40-45). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the inventions set forth by Tengel et al and Levine et al in order 
to accurately target those potential investors within originators requirements 

Claims 9,11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tengel 
et. Al. (US Patent Number 5,940,812) in view of Blanch et. al. (US Patent 
Publication Number 2003/0144949). 

As per Claim 9, Blanch et al (US Patent Publication Number 2003/0144949), teaches a 
system, wherein the automated engines impose requirements to be accomplished along 
with their results, and wherein the step of selecting a set of best results further 
comprises assigning financial costs or preferences to the requirements imposed on the 
results for the purpose of computing add-on fees and determine underwriting conditions 
and guidelines from parameters entered and displayed results., see (sections 0014, 
lines 1-5 and 9-13; and 0035, lines 1-2). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the invention set forth by Levine and Blanch et al to have the 
ability to compute add-on fees and determine underwriting conditions and guidelines 
from parameters entered and displayed results. 
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As per Claim 11, teaches a method of Blanch et al (US Patent Number 2003/0144949) 
wherein the step of comparing financial data includes the step of assigning financial 
costs to requirements imposed on the results by the investors for the purpose of having 
the ability to compute add-on fees and determine underwriting conditions and guidelines 
from parameters entered and displayed results, see (section 0014, lines 2-5 and 9-12; 
Section 0035, lines 1-2). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the invention set forth by Levine and Blanch et al to have the 
ability to compute add-on fees and determine underwriting conditions and guidelines 
from parameters entered and displayed results. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be directed 
to Kwelli D. Sneed whose telephone number is (571) 270-3446. The examiner can 
normally be reached Monday -Thursday 7:00 am 4:40 pm. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Thomas A. Dixon 
can be reached on (571) 272-6708. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. Should 
you have any questions about the PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Kwelli D. Sneed 
Examiner 
Art Unit 4172 

/Thomas A Dixon/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4172 



